ESSAV otf WARREN CASTINGS
The offer made by Hastings that a committee of the Council
should investigate the matter was, in the circumstances, quite
reasonable. " Had the majority been disposed to accept of
my proposition of appointing a committee for prosecuting
their enquiries, they might have obtained the same knowledge
and all the satisfaction in this way that they could have ex-
pected from an inquisition taken by the Board at large, their
proceedings would have had the appearance at least of regu-
larity, and my credit would have been less affected by them.
The only point which they could possibly gain by persisting
in bringing such a subject before the Board was to gain a
public triumph over me, and expose my place and person to
insult."
While the motive of the alleged crime is thus disposed of.
the suspicion that Hastings was the secret instigator of the
charge against Nuncomar can be shown to be groundless.
The point-blank assertion of Macaulay to the contrary will
carry conviction with many, merely from its emphasis and
epigrammatic sting: " It is the opinion of everybody, idiots
and biographers excepted, that Hastings was the real mover
in the business". Yet the imputation of forgery had been
made against Nuncomar long before the affair with Hastings
arose, in connection with a civil suit which had been going
on for two years before. Until certain documents in this
process had been obtained a prosecution for forgery could
not be instituted, and it was not till after the establishment
of the Supreme Court that these documents were got hold of.
Then the case was proceeded with at once, and the charge
of forgery was brought against Nuncomar in the ordinary
course. The time at which it was brought happened to co-
incide with the time at which it was convenient for Hastings
that a counter-attack should be made on his enemy. But
the opportuneness of the charge is the sole ground for
attributing it to the instigation of Hastings. That it was
a trumped-up charge, and that the trial was a farce, can
scarcely be maintained in the face of Sir J. Stephen's ex-
haustive discussion of the case. The trial took place before
the whole of the judges of the Supreme Court, and not